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w ow we & & *& & «* A. STEVENS HALSTED, JR. 


Of Conventions and Holidays 

>» » WITHOUT ACTUALLY THUMBING 
THROUGH OLD BAR BULLETINS to ex- 
amine the message of past presidents, 
my guess is that it is customary at this 
time of year to urge everyone to at- 
tend the State Bar Convention to be 
held this year at Monterey, September 
25th to 29th. If not, it should be. For, 
as proclaimed at the bottom of the 
Association’s stationery, “Every man 
owes some of his time to the upbuild- 
ing of the profession to which he be- 
longs.” 

Okay: Please attend the Conven- 
tion, and take your wife along. You 
will surely run into some old friends 
there, to say nothing of Mr. and Mrs. 
Richard Roe, whom you will meet for 
the first time—Mr. Roe being the 
latest addition to the Committee on 
Astronautic Law, of which you are a 
member. What about the children, 
you ask? Take them along too, or if 
that isn’t convenient, park them with 
the grandparents. That (if you have 
not already learned) is what grand- 
parents are for. 

Having now done my duty, let us 
explore the situation a bit further. 
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Isn't it possible to tack on a real holi- 
day? For although conventions are 
fine if confined within proper limits, 
they have a way of getting out of 
hand. Your new friends, the Roes, in- 
troduce you to their friends who in 
turn pass you along to their friends, 
thus creating a group who can, and 
some of whom no doubt will, descend 
upon you at some inappropriate mo- 
ment. I am only half serious, of course, 
for both you and I have formed new 
friendships that we cherish in this 
manner. 

What I am leading up to is the fact 
that a good holiday, especially one 
taken out of doors, also helps us build 
up our professions. In fact, in these 
days when the population is rushing 
from the country to the cities, an out- 
of-doors vacation is by way of becom- 
ing a must: a therapy necessary to 
ease the tension and worry that al- 
ways hangs over the busy lawyer's 
shoulder. I suggest, therefore, that you 
combine your trip to the Convention 
with the enjoyment of forest and 
stream, or the seashore. If you are a 
golfer a number of fine golf courses 
are available near Monterey. Or may- 
be you like the sea; well, the water 
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there is a bit cold for bathing, but 
might be just right for us sweltering 
southerners. Or, without attempting to 
list the various diversions available, 
suppose that your idea of heaven is 
like mine—a lovely mountain stream 
that holds catchable trout. Thus, as 
the Assyrian tablet says: “The gods 
do not subtract from the alloted span 
of men’s lives the hours spent in fish- 
ing.” 

I know a beautiful stream in the 
Sierras. I haven't fished it for years, 
but my spies tell me it still contains 
fine trout. After the Convention, if I 
am lucky, I propose to spend a few 
days on the little gem. I know it will 
be no good for my ego, for wasn’t it 
Herbert Hoover who said that all men 
are equal before fish? 


So, by all means go to the Conven- 
tion—but take a holiday, too. Let that 
new client who—you imagine—is im- 
patient to employ you, wait until you 
return. He may not exist, or—did you 
ever think of this—he may be on 
vacation. 


r 
j 


Justice Ashburn Junior Barristers’ 
Legal Essay Contest 


Topic: Any subject of general interest 01 
benefit to the Bar. 


Length: Approximately 10 double-spaced 
typewritten legal size pages, in quad 
ruplicate. 

Deadline: Submit entries by 5:00 p.m., Wed- 
nesday, September 20, 1961, to the 
Junior Barristers’ Essay Contest Com 
mittee, c/o Los Angeles County Bar 
Association, 510 South Spring Street 
Los Angeles 13, California. 


Eligibility: Any attorney, whether a member 
of the Junior Barristers or not, who was 
not 36 years of age on December 31, 
1960. 

The winner of the contest will receive the 
Justice Ashburn first prize in the amount of 
$200, and appropriate prizes will also be 
awarded for the second and third place 
papers. The winning essays will be published 
in an autumn issue of the Los ANGELEs Bar 
BuLLeTIN and other entries may be pub- 
lished in the discretion of the BAR BULLETIN 
Committee. 

The judges of the contest will be Judge 
Philbrick McCoy of the Superior Court for 
Los Angeles County, Professor James H. 
Chadbourn of the U.C.L.A. Law School, and 
Mr. Herbert Sturdy. 
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THIS MONTH’S COVER 


This month we continue our series of scenes of early Los Angeles with 


Photograph from the Collection of Historical Photographs of Title Insur- 


ance and Trust Company. 


a photograph (taken about 1920) looking north toward the intersection 
} 
M 


) 
j of Fairfax and Wilshire Boulevards. In the center is Syd Chaplin’s airport. 
\ 
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ge hen Bank of America acts as Probate Agent, it can 
or provide you—and your clients — with important j 
me advantages in the management of an estate. | 
ne 

As Probate Agent, Bank of America performs for 


an individual executor or administrator all the non- 
discretionary services involved in the administration of an 
estate, and relieves you and your clients of numerous 
duties in handling real and personal property of any kind. 


In addition, Bank of America offers many other 
similar custody, agency and management services for 
Guardians, Conservators and Trustees. 


( If any or all of these services can be of help to you 
and your clients, we cordially invite you to have a talk with 
one of our Trust Officers. Any branch of Bank of America 
will supply you with information, literature 

and forms—all without obligation of any |... 
kind. Ask or write for our free booklet, ~— 44; 4. 


“Probate Agency and Other Services for —-w/alir Fromm 
* « . . . ” f oT fro OP 3) 
Individual Fiduciaries. @° ee 
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The Quality of 
Justice in 
Misdemeanor 
Arraignment 
Courts 


by Ralph H. Nutter 








Judge of Municipal Court of 
Los Angeles Judicial District 


Judge Nutter received his pre-law 
education at Harvard and also re- 
ceived his LL.B. from that university’s 
Law School, the latter being in 1948, 
following his retirement as a Lieu- 
tenant Colonel from the U.S. Air 
Force. He had served the Air Force in 
both the European and South Pacific 
theaters during World War II. Fol- 
lowing his graduation from law school, 
Judge Nutter was engaged for a time 
as a law clerk for a Federal District 
Judge and as an attorney for the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board, after 
which he was in private practice for 
the eight years next preceding his 
appointment to the Los Angeles Mu- 
nicipal Court in 1959. He is presently 
assigned to Division 59. Judge Nutter 
is a member of the Los Angeles 
County Bar Association. 
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>» » THE MASSIVE INCREASE Of popula- 
tion in Los Angeles has had a peculi- 
arly harmful effect on our municipa! 
arraignment courts. The increasin 
volume of cases raises many serious 
problems concerning the quality of 
law enforcement and the quality of 
justice in these courts. Recently, com- 
munity leaders and the newspapers 
have been clamoring for stiffer pen- 
alties and greater individual attention 
on the part of judges in cases involv- 
ing vice, narcotics, drunk driving, 
traffic safety and delinquent parents. 
But how much attention is possible 
when more than one thousand cases 
involving these problems are brought 
before municipal arraignment courts 
every day? During the month of 
March, 1961, there were 27,442 ar- 
raignments in the Los Angeles Judicial 
District. Arraignment courts must as- 
sume a major share of the responsibil- 
ity in these fields because 80 per cent 
of the defendants plead guilty at the 
time of arraignment. 

The tremendous volume of cases in 
these arraignment courts necessarily 
limits the opportunity of the judge, 
city attorney, and the defendant or his 
attorney to give more than perfunc- 
tory attention to any individual case. 
Frequently, it is physically impossible 
for the deputy city attorney to know 
the details of the charge, the back- 
ground of the defendant, or his record. 
As a result, both the quality of law en- 
forcement and the rights of the de- 
fendants are made to suffer. Police of- 
ficers and complaining witnesses often 
feel that their case has not received 
proper attention. On the other hand 
many defendants enter a plea with- 
out any conception or understanding 
of the law. Often, he pleads guilty “to 
get it over with.” Under such condi- 
tions, remedial or beneficial results to 
the community or the defendant can 
hardly be expected. 
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Traffic Cases 

In the main traffic arraignment 
court, Division 50, there are more than 
400 arraignments a day. This means 
that, with a court day from 9:00 to 
12:00 and from 1:30 to 5:30, with two 
ten-minute recesses, there are only 220 
minutes to handle these cases, or an 
average of 51 seconds per case. Of 
course, Many traffic citations involve 
routine matters, and in such cases a 
minimum of time is required to ar- 
raign the defendant, receive the plea, 
and impose the sentence. But it should 
be remembered that the Los Angeles 
Municipal Court does not require a 
defendant to make a personal appear- 
ance in traffic court until he has re- 
ceived three moving violations within 
a twelve-month period, or has been 
cited for an extremenly high rate of 
speed, or some other more flagrant 
type of alleged violation. By the time 
a defendant is obliged to make a per- 
sonal appearance in a traffic court, he 
has developed a pattern of unsafe 
driving habits quite unlike the aver- 
age driver. (According to a survey of 
the National Safety Council, the aver- 
age driver receives three traffic cita- 
tions in ten years. ) 

The appearance of a citizen in traf- 
fic court should be a meaningful ex- 
perience.' Defendants should not get 
the impression that the purpose of the 
appearance is to shepherd them in 
lines to the cashier's window. Each 


case should receive individual atten- 
tion from the judge, the deputy city 
attorney, and the defendant or his 
counsel.” Under the present physical 
conditions this is impossible. 


Physical Conditions in 
Arraignment Courts 


The physical conditions in Los An- 
geles Municipal arraignment courts 
are not conducive to either justice or 
individual attention. In Divisions 50, 
58, and 59, defendants are informed of 
their constitutional rights, in crowds 
ranging in size from 100 to 300 de- 
fendants. In Divisions 58 and 59, there 
are no seats available for the defend- 
ants and they are crowded into a small 
space between the counsel table and 
the courtroom seats, in conditions 
similar to New Yorkers crowded into 
a subway during the rush hour. 

After defendants are informed of 
their constitutional rights, to facilitate 
the arraignment process, bailiffs are 
obliged to line up the defendants in 
long lines, blocking the aisles of the 
courtroom. As the names of defend- 
ants are called, each is shepherded 
ahead by the bailiffs. Under such 
physical conditions, the deputy city 
attorney and the defendant are pri- 
marily concerned with a quick dis- 
position of the case. By the time the 
defendant appears before the judge, 
frequently his only objective is to get 
out of the courtroom as fast as pos- 





‘In a study of “California Traffic Laws Adminis- 
tration,” 12 Stanford Law Review 388, the authors 
State: 

“It is clear that the average traffic court is ill 
equipped to handle the pressure traffic violations 
placed upon it. . . . This pressure, as well as the 
factual simplicity and general minor character of 
the offense, has motivated the use of a simplified 
procedure. But considering the important part 
played by procedure in our system of justice such 
a simplification could constitute the denial of fair 
trial. This danger is intensified by the fact that 
appeals from traffic convictions are so rare that in 
effect the traffic court is a court of last resort. 
(Italics supplied. ) 

. . . the traffic court . . . does not adequately 
promote traffic safety because it fails to deal effec- 
tively with the convicted violator. . . . Adequate 
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treatment directly affects traffic safety through de- 
terrence of future violations.” 

‘In commenting upon the traffic courts, Associate 
Justice Tom Clark, of the United States Supreme 
Court, stated: “Those who are charged, or who go 
into our traffic courts not being charged but just 
as visitors, see in action perhaps the only court they 
know anything about. The condition of that court- 
room, the manner in which its procedures are car- 
ried out, the demeanor of the judge and the attaches 
of the court, the method in which the court is 
carried on, and the time, perhaps, one has to wait 
in order to have his case called, all these things are 
impressed indelibly upon those people who come 
and sit in that courtroom. ... There can be no 
more important court in this whole land than the 
traffic courts. . . . Here is where respect or dis- 
respect for law, for order, for the courts, and for 
government is fostered.” 
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sible. Like assembly line workers in 
a factory, all parties operate under a 
climate which makes it appear that 
nothing may be permitted to interfere 
with the smooth operation of the line. 
Under such conditions, it is possible 
that defendants plead guilty without 
adequate knowledge of the charges 
against them, or sufficient informa- 
tion concerning the specific counts in 
a complaint, or even the number of 
counts in the complaint. 

A plead of guilty under such cir- 
cumstances does not create respect 
for the law enforcement process. It 
certainly does not create a climate for 
the education of the defendants. 


The Importance of Law Enforce- 
ment in Municipal Courts 

Frequently, crimes of violence or 
crimes involving the use of concealed 
and deadly weapons, are reduced from 
felonies, the defendants being more 
than happy to plead guilty to a misde- 
meanor. Furthermore, a larger number 
of defendants with felony records ap- 
pear in Division 59 than in any other 
court in Los Angeles County.* 

Although narcotic addiction cases 
are treated as misdemeanors, the con- 
firmed narcotic addict usually has a 
long felony record to support his habit. 
The illegal use of dangerous drugs is 
frequently the beginning of a habit 
which will lead to heroin and other 
narcotic use and addiction, and later 
felony appearances for other crimes 
committed for the support of the 
habit. 

Delinquent fathers who fail to sup- 
port their families, and neglectful par- 
ents are prosecuted for conduct which 


endangers the welfare of children cr 
permits child delinquency. Husbanc s 
are prosecuted for wife beating und«r 
misdemeanor battery charges. The 
disposition of cases involving the fam- 
ily relationship is important to the 
continuance of the marriage and the 
well-being of the home and the chil- 
dren. In many cases, the conduct 
which is the subject of the complaint 
is the predecessor of future superior 
court proceedings in the domestic re- 
lations courts. 

All forms of minor fraud are prose- 
cuted in the municipal courts: petty 
theft, checks issued with insufficient 
funds, petty “bunco” schemes, and un- 
employment insurance fraud. Also in- 
cluded are violations of the Labor 
Code, the Revenue and Taxation 
Code, the Business and Professions 
Code, and even misdemeanor man- 
slaughter cases. In such a wide area, 
affecting the entire scope of social re- 
lations, the community has a right to 
expect more than perfunctory atten- 
tion in the disposition of cases. They 
should not be disposed of by a court in 
times averaging one minute or less. 


Sentencing in Arraignment Courts 
Justice Henry Alfred McCardie 
once said: “Trying a man is easy, as 
easy as falling off a log, compared 
with deciding what to do with him 
when he has been found guilty.” But 
in the municipal courts, where formal 
probationary procedures are used in 
only a minority of cases, it is difficult 
for a judge, under the physical condi- 
tions described above, to devote a 
sufficient amount of time to the sen- 
tencing of defendants. In a book pub- 





“The minor offense is often a prelude to a major 
crime. While usually only the more violent or vicious 
crimes make the headlines, the so-called ‘petty’ 
offenders or misdemeanants are also a serious prob- 
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lem and worthy of public concern. The minor of- 


fense of today may very well be the prelude to a 
maior offense.” The Minor offense—Prelude to a 
Major Crime? by J. Edgar Hoover, Municipal Court 
Review, Vol. 1, No. 1, March 1961. 
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lished since his death, “Sentence and 
P:obation,” Judge Charles Fricke 
stated: 

“The imposition of a sentence or 
the granting of probation and the 
conditions attached thereto cannot, 
if justice is to be done, be based on 
a schedule or rule of thumb fixing 
a more or less standard penalty for 
each particular crime. Each case is 
a problem by itself depending partly 
upon the crime committed, partly 
on the manner in which it was com- 
mitted and partly, and this is most 
important, upon the particular de- 
fendant before the court, his past 
education and environment, intelli- 
gence, predispositions and tenden- 
cies, his employment record, health 
and accident record, his past home 
life, the attitude of his parents and 
their treatment of him, his married 
life, if any, and his dependents, 
mental defects or disease, his habits 
and excesses. if any and, in fact. 
everything that can be learned 
about him and his past, even includ- 
ing his favorite manner of spending 
his leisure hors.” 

I am aware of the argument that 
added attention to the record and 
background of each defendant will 
not change the habits or conduct of 
certain “repeater” defendants. But if 
this be true, conversely, the practices 
and system of the arraignment courts 
should not give advantage to the 
chronic law violator. 

The sentencing of repeater defend- 
ants in vice and gambling cases is 
a continual problem. The “profes- 
sionals” in these fields are continually 
shopping for sentences which may be 
considered no more than a tax or busi- 
ness expense for continued operation. 
Metropolitan Criminal Courts of First 
Instance, 70 Harvard Law Review 
320, 337. The “repeaters” or their ad- 
visers know of our calendar problems 
and are often able to induce the dep- 
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uty city attorney to accept a reduced 
plea. There seems to be an expectation 
among “repeaters” that in return for a 
plea of guilty in the arraignment or 
master calendar court, the sentence 
will be within a certain range, and 
lighter than in the trial court. This is 
founded upon a simple fact: An in- 
crease in not guilty pleas of only 5 per 
cent in the arraignment and master 
calendar courts would flcod the trial 
courts and cause breakdown of the 
entire system. Cases which could not 
be sent to trial within the statutory 
30-day period would be dismissed. Of 
course, “judicial shopping” has always 
been a serious problem in any busy 
metropolitan court which utilizes a 
master calendar and arraignment sys- 
tem, separate from the trial courts. 
Nor is reference to this fact to be con- 
strued as a criticism of the statutory 
right of a defendant to exercise his 
challenge of an individual judge. Judi- 
cial “shopping” is largely confined to 
defendants who make regular appear- 
ances in municipal arraignment courts. 
This practice in our overcrowded ar- 
raignment courts, has rebounded in 
favor of the professional criminal as 
opposed to the first offender. 

The “repeater’s” knowledge of the 
arraignment system often enables him 
to obtain a sentence of less severity 
than the first offender, who, in many 
cases, can neither afford the price of 
bail nor counsel. 


Possible Denial of Rights to 
Defendants 
Recently, in an article in LOOK 
magazine, March 28, 1961, Robert 
Kennedy stated: “I have a strong feel- 
ing that the law, especially in criminal 
cases, favors the rich man over the 
poor in such matters as bail, the cost 
of defense counsel, the cost of appeals 
and so on.” This statement is pertinent 
(Continued on page 360) 
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A Tax Chameleon: Taxing 
Active and Passive Rents 





by Joseph G. White, Jr. 








Mr. White is an associate with the Los Angeles firm of Paul, Hastings & Janofsky. 
He was formerly an attorney with the Internal Revenue Service and with the U.S. Tax 
Court. He graduated from Columbia Law School in 1950, and is a member of the Tax 
Section of the American Bar Association and of the Committee on Taxation of the 


Los Angeles County Bar Association. 
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» » RECENTLY, THE INTERNAL REVENUE 
seRvicE helpfully ruled that a cor- 
poration’s lease income from a share- 
farming arrangement in which it 
participates to a material degree in 
production through physical work or 
management decisions, or a combi- 
nation of both, is not “rents” within 
the meaning of section 1372(e)(5), 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954, re- 
lating to small business corporations 
under section 137l(a), supra (so- 
called “tax option corporations” ). Rev. 
Rul. 61-112, Int. Rev. Bull. No. 1961- 
24, at 7; accord, Webster Corporation, 
25 T.C. 55 (1955) affd. per curiam, 
240 F. 2d 164 (C.A. 2d, 1957), and 
Rev. Rul. 57-58, 1957-1 Cum. Bull. 270. 
Inasmuch as it distinguishes active 
rents from passive rents, Revenue 
Ruling 61-112 is of special interest 
not only to tax option corporations but 


also to exempt organizations, personal 
holding companies and real estate in- 
vestment trusts, since for these entities 
too the distinction is sometimes criti- 
cal. The ruling is also an interesting 
example of how a principle of tax law 
sometimes has a dual effect.’ 

The ruling is true blue (i.e. favor- 
able) to tax option corporations leas- 
ing their farms under similar share- 
farming arrangements. No matter how 
well a corporation meets all other re- 
quirements, it cannot be a tax option 
corporation and have its income taxed 
to its shareholders rather than to it, 
for any taxable year in which it has 
gross receipts more than 20% of which 
are derived from “rents” (or from cer- 
tain other passive, investment type 
income ). Sec. 1372(e)(5), supra. 

It can easily be imagined how this 
disqualification plagues individuals, 





1Very recently the Court of Claims cut another 
interesting facet. It held that crop-rents received by 
an estate which were directly attributable to eco- 
nomic activities occurring prior to the decedent’s 
death resulted in taxable income to the estate when 


342 


sold and converted into cash. Est. of Davidson et al 
vo. U.S., ........ F. 2d ......... 61-2 USTC par. 9584 
(Ct. Cl. July 19, 1961). This holding, while in the 
Service’s favor, was nevertheless expressly contra 
Revenue Ruling 58-436, 1958-2 Cum. Bull, 366. 
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small groups and families who look 
to the tax option corporation to enable 
them to incorporate their leased farm, 
and at the same time receive the in- 
come without income tax first on the 
corporation and then on the dividends 
they receive. Or, as another example, 
an otherwise qualified tax option cor- 
poration with lease income from such 
a share-farming arrangement just short 
of exceeding the forbidden 20%, the 
balance of its receipts being from ac- 
tive, non-investment type sources, 
would, absent this ruling fear an in- 
crease in the former receipts or a de- 
crease in the latter substantial enough 
to run afoul of the 20% test. 

The ruling is any color but true blue 
(i.e. unfavorable ) however, to exempt 
organizations that are taxed on their 
“unrelated business taxable income,” 
as defined in section 512, supra, from 
any “unrelated trade or business” (as 
defined in section 513(a), supra). The 
quoted phrases are designed to tax 
exempt organizations (in general, all 
but churches) on the active type in- 
come they earn in competition with 
taxed entities. The kinds of income 
falling inside the forbidden circle are 
not specified in the Code, but certain 
kinds that fall outside are specifically 
mentioned, and one of them is “rents” 
from real property. Sec. 512(b)(3), 
supra. The legislative history of sec- 
tion 512(b)(3), supra, establishes that 
rents were expressly excluded because 
they are passive income, and the Reg- 
ulations are in accord. S. Rep. No. 
1402, 85th Cong. 2nd Sess. (1958); 
H.R. Rep. No. 2319, 81st Cong. 2nd 
Sess. (1950); Treas. Reg. sec. 1.512 
(b)-l(c) (1958). Hence, while the 
ruling interpreted an entirely separate 
and unrelated code section, the reason 
for its result, namely the degree of 
participation or activity as contrasted 
to passivity by the landowner, appears 
equally applicable to disqualify such 
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share-farming income from “rents” 
within section 512(b)(3), supra. 

Similarly, real estate investment 
trusts, as defined in section 856(a), 
supra, receive no help from the ruling 
inasmuch as they must derive at least 
75% of their gross income from real 
property rents (or from certain other 
passive income related to real prop- 
erty). Sec. 856(c)(3), supra. Here 
more than elsewhere Congress has 
spoken its mind on the meaning of 
“rents” inasmuch as in section 856(d), 
supra, it states that rents do not in- 
clude any amount received or accrued, 
directly or indirectly, with respect to 
any real property, the determination 
of which is dependent on the “income 
or profits” derived by any person from 
such property, and then goes on to 
state that such amount shall not be 
excluded, however, solely by reason 
of being based on a fixed percentage 
or percentages of “receipts or sales.” 
The proposed regulations, like the 
regulations under section 512(b) (3), 
supra, follow this active versus passive 
income concept in excluding rents 
where certain services are rendered 
to the tenant, and this interpretation 
is again in accord with legislative his- 
tory. Proposed Treas. Reg. sec. 1.856- 
4(b)(3), 26 Fed. Reg. 603 (1961); 
H.R. Rep. No. 2020, 86th Cong. 2nd 
Sess. (1960). From the ruling’s ration- 
ale it would seem that income from a 
share-farming arrangement in which 
the owner participates to a material 
degree in production might be ex- 
cluded even though the income repre- 
sents a percentage of receipts or sales 
rather than a share of income or 
profits. 

The true chameleon character (i.e. 
dual effect) of the ruling is even more 
evident to personal holding com- 
panies, as defined in section 542(a), 
supra, which are taxed at rates as high 
as 85% on undistributed personal 
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holding company income. Sec. 541, 
supra. Here the ruling favors the tax- 
payer sometimes and disfavors him at 
other times. The same is true of Web- 
ster Corporation, supra, a case of first 
impression, which held that income 
from the share-farming arrangement 
there in question was not rent for per- 
sonal holding company income pur- 
poses. The holding resulted in avoid- 
ance of the personal holding company 
classification; it could have the op- 
posite effect under other circum- 
stances because in avoiding this clas- 
sification rents sometimes are helpful 
and sometimes are not. (In 1956 the 
Service non-acquiesced in this de- 
cision and in 1960 announced acquies- 
cence. 1956-2 Cum. Bull. 11; Int. Rev. 
Bull. No. 1960-50, at 8. ) 

“Rents” from all property are per- 
sonal holding company income, un- 
less they constitute 50% or more of 
gross income; that is, they are pro- 
hibited unless they are sufficient to 
break through the 50% point. Sec. 
543(a)(7), supra. Once the 50% point 
is passed there is no danger of being 
a personal holding company since a 
corporation cannot fall into that clas- 
sification unless at least 80% of its 
gross income is personal holding com- 


pany income. The historical reasons 
for this odd treatment of rent are 
given in Webster Corporation, supra. 

Hence, if income of the kind that 
always is personal holding company 
income (e.g. certain passive income 
such as dividends ) totals 79%, income 
that always is not totals 20% (e.g. in- 
come from a retail store), and the 
1% balance is lease income from a 
share-farming arrangement, the cor- 
poration would be favored by this 1’ 
not being rent since then the pro- 
hibited 80% would not be reached. 

Suppose, however, that only 19% 
of the income unqualifiedly is personal 
holding company income, another 
20% unqualifiedly is not, 50% is from 
building rentals, and the 11% balance 
is lease income from a share-farming 
arrangement. Here the corporation 
would not be favored by this 11% not 
being rent since if it were rent it 
would prevent the 50% of building 
rentals, as well as itself, from being 
personal holding company income; the 
total of the two rents would have ex- 
ceeded the 50% transformation point; 
all rent would then become non-per- 
sonal holding company income; and 
the prohibited 80% would not be 
reached. 





Leonard M. Angus 
Neil Bezaira 
Donald B. Black 
Jeffrey M. Bucher 
Richard P. Byrne 
William I. Chertok 
Allan Cleveland 
Lawrence Crow 
Sanford R. Demain 
Mitchell L. Flint 








Persons Who Served on the 
Federal Courts Criminal Indigent Defense Panel 
During July, 1961 


Vernon G. Foster 
Nancy B. Goodman 
Julian I. Harmon 
Murray Jackson 

Stuart Kagin 

Saul Kreshek 
Lawrence Kritzer 
Stanley E. Laughlin, Jr. 
Ronald Marsh 

David R. Merrihugh 


William Morton 
George J. Nicholas 
Thomas Nickoloff 
Neal Papiano 
Donald F. Rocke 
Harvey Sisskind 
Richard Sobelle 
Roger White 

Kate Whyner 
Kenneth Wright 
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At Security Bank, you'll find an experienced team of trust specialists, 


backed by the research facilities of Southern California's leading 


Trust Department. For assistance in all phases of trust work, you 


are invited to visit our new Headquarters at 6th and Spring, in Los 


Angeles, or to call upon one of our 11 Branch Trust Departments. 
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The Sale of Real Property Under the 4; 
Threat of Condemnation fa 








By RICHARD F. ALDEN 


A member of the Los Angeles County Bar Association Committee on Taxation and 
the Tax Section, American Bar Association, Mr. Alden participated in the 1954 Uni- 
versity of Southern California Tax Institute. He was graduated from the U.S.C. 
School of Law in 1949 and is a partner in the Los Angeles firm of Latham & Watkins. 





>» » THE POWER OF EMINENT DOMAIN 
is constantly being exercised in Los 
Angeles and its surrounding areas. 
The freeway systems, airports, boat 
harbors and schools all grow at the 
expense of long-time residents. Recog- 
nizing the inherent inequities of a sale 
made under threat or imminence of 
condemnation, the proceeds from such 
an involuntary conversion have long 
been given favorable tax treatment. 
Section 1231 of the Internal Revenue 
Code allows the gain to be consid- 
ered a capital gain, and Section 1033 
allows for the nonrecognition of the 
gain if the property is replaced with 
other similar property. This salve has 
been warmly received by many dis- 
placed owners, but other persons who 
sold under what they thought was 
“threat or imminence of condemna- 
tion” have been penalized by the strict 
interpretation given this language. 
The Internal Revenue Service has, 
until very recently, gone unchallenged 
in its holding that for a sale of real 
property to be made under threat or 
imminence of condemnation: (1) a 
public body having the authority to 
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condemn property must indicate, by 
public resolution or public act, that 
the specifically designated property 
will be condemned; (2) the sale must 
be made with knowledge of the official 
act—but, apparently the seller need 
not be officially notified; (3) the con- 
demnation must be for the purpose of 
acquiring the property for public use 
—not merely to remove a building 
which is unfit fer human habitation; 
and (4) the sale must be made to the 
public body which indicated the in- 
tent to condemn. 

The public act or resolution neces- 
sary to comply with the first require- 
ment apparently need not be the com- 
mencement of condemnation proceed- 
ings. An official statement that the 
public body will immediately cause an 
action in condemnation to be filed if 
the taxpayer’s real property cannot be 
acquired by agreement will suffice. 
Claude B. Kendall, 31 T.C. 549 
(1959), acq’d. 1959-1 Cum. Bul. 4. 
The Internal Revenue Service does in- 
sist, though, that in the absence of 
such official action the fact that an 
officer with apparent authority to as- 
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sure the commencement of condemna- 
tion proceedings, makes a similar de- 
mand will not be a threat under the 
Code. Thus, the fact that the mayor 
of a city confirms newspaper reports 
that taxpayer’s land is being consid- 
ered for condemnation is not a “threat 
of condemnation.” Rev. Rul. 58-557, 
1958-2 Cum. Bul. 402. 


However, a recent court decision 
provides hope that in the future a tax- 
payer can rely upon the demand of 
an official with apparent authority. In 
Frank O. Maixner, 33 T.C. 191 (1959), 
the taxpayer was orally advised by a 
road engineer in the employ of the 
State Department of Highways that if 
taxpayer did not agree to the terms of 
his offer, the property in question 
would be condemned. Taxpayer con- 
sulted his attorney and was advised 
that the State could condemn the 
property. As a result, the taxpayer 
agreed to the terms of the State’s offer. 
There was no public resolution or 
public act as previously defined by the 
Service, nevertheless, the court held 
that there was an involuntary conver- 
sion, and expressed its opinion that 
Rev. Rul. 58-557 is too restrictive in 
the requirements therein set forth. The 
Government sought to appeal this de- 
cision but the petition for review was 
dismissed. ........ pala , 1961, P-H 
Para. 56,385. 


The effect of this decision may well 
be to bring the Code meaning of 


AUGUST, 1961 


threat into closer identity with the 
usual meaning of that term. On the 
other hand, the effect that the Maix- 
ner decision will have on the practice 
of the Internal Revenue Service is un- 
clear, and possibly its benefits will be 
available only to those in a position 
to litigate. 

However, under any circumstances, 
a decision to sell under threat of con- 
demnation should be carefully consid- 
ered. It is imperative to wait until all 
four of the requirements outlined 
above have been met and a written 
record thereof made. And, particularly 
until the Internal Revenue Service has 
clarified its position, it would be wise 
not to sell unless there has been an 
official resolution by a public body to 
the effect that the land in question 
will be condemned if it cannot be 
purchased. 
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Many attorneys find Buckeye office 
buildings particularly suitable for 
their firms. There are 25 convenient 
locations to choose from in the Los 
Angeles/Beverly Hills area. 
Buckeye offers: Refrigerated, zoned 
air conditioning » Acoustically en- 
gineered walls, ceilings « Custom 
constructed individual office interi- 
ors « High-speed automatic eleva- 
tors « Underground, off-street 
attended parking + Daily bonded 
maintenance service « 

For immediate information and a 
colorful brochure picturing Buckeye 
buildings and locations, please write 
or call Mr. Henry at: 


BUCKEYE 


REALTY & MANAGEMENT 
CORPORATION 


292 South La Cienega Boulevard 
Beverly Hills, California 
\. OLympia 2-1411 « OLeander 5-7510 j 
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Applications 


APPLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIP 


The following applications for membership and reinstatement will be considered in the 
near future by the Membership Committee and the Board of Trustees: 































Morris Abraham Richard S. Henderson David Clarence Pierson 
Russell Gerald Bankes David C. Korman Percie Cobbs Rentfro 
Betty Tom Chu Arnold Levin Fred Najeeb Sahadi by 
Robert Norman Cleaves G. Monty Manibog William A. Sampson, II 
Gordon Woolford Farnham Joseph A. Mannis Milton Sidley 
Alexander Fitzgerald Daniel Stephen Mark Henry Silver 
Robert Amis Foster Charles Elmquist McClung William Willard Stover B 
George Fracasse John LeRoy Moriarity Luella Elaine Taylor B 
John William Francis Frederick Edwin Mueller Lillian Tomich p 
Stanley J. Gallon Thomas O. Nickoloff James Michael Welch d 
Frederick Matthew Goldberg Sheldon H. Penn Roger T. White “a 
Morgan Davies Goldie Donald William Perkal Kate Whyner C 
James Allen Gordon, Jr. Vincent Pettit Eugene L. Wohlner st 
Florence T. Pickard fc 
APPLICATIONS FOR REINSTATEMENT C 
Francis R. Dwyer Curtis Lonnie Gemmil Phill Silver 
Kenneth D. Holland i 
a 
You are requested to advise the Membership Committee of any information concerning 1 
the above that would be of value to the Committee and the Board of Trustees, and you ; 
may rest assured that any information furnished will be regarded in strict confidence. 2 
e 
MEMBERSHIP COMMITTEE d 
p 
n 
p 
C 
Recommended and I 
approved by the a 
LOS ANGELES Pp 
BAR ASSOCIATION a 
NO EVIDENCE OF INSURABILITY cuties b 
REQUIRED FOR NEW MEMBERS... $10,000 Vv 
FOR A PERIOD OF 60 DAYS POLICY b 
Age N i-A 1 c 
NON-CANCELLABLE Bethdor Premium | 
Under 30 $ 18.50 
RATE SCHEDULE CAN NOT BE CHANGED 30-39 23.50 : 
INDIVIDUAL POLICY AT GROUP RATES 40-49 44.10 
50-54 74.60 ( 
55-59 107.70 t 
60-64 161.70 f 
a 65.69 240.70 ; 
¢ 
CASS AND JOHANSING | THE NETTLESHIP COMPANY ' 
1210 W. Fourth St., HU 2-3110 1212 Wilshire Blvd., HU 2-4610 } 
Brokers & Administrators of the L. A. COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION INSURANCE PLAN V 
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by JOHN W. HECKEL © Head Reference Librarian, Los Angeles County Law Library 


BIOGRAPHY: Lord Eldon’s Anecdote 
Book (Stevens and Sons, 201 p.) is 
printed here for the first time. It was 
compiled by Eldon while he was Lord 
Chancellor at the request of his grand- 
son. He recorded stories in manuscript 
form as he recalled them. 


CONGRESS: Congressional Control 
of Federal Spending by R. A. Wal- 
lace (Wayne State University Press, 
188 p.) is the result of time spent as 
an assistant to Senator Douglas who 
encountered problems in trying to re- 
duce the budget. This book studies the 
preparation of the budget, the tech- 
niques of control and potential im- 
provements. 


CRIME: A Companion to Murder by 
E. Spencer Shew (Knopf, 303 p.) is 
a dictionary of murder trials taking 
place in Great Britain between 1900 
and 1950. Each case is distinguished 
by the unusual people and motives in- 
volved or the advocacy displayed. A 
bibliography of 230 volumes is in- 
cluded for additional information. 


EDUCATION: Pupil and Teacher Se- 
curity by H. P. and H. A. Ballf 
(Mountain Printing Co., 87 p.) con- 
tains two studies, one on the liability 
for pupil injuries and another on 
teacher's tenure in California. Both are 
designed to give the legal background 
for school administration. 


EVIDENCE: Wigmore on Evidence, 
volume 8 (Little, Brown and Co., 
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878 p.) has been rewritten and re- 
vised by J. T. McNaughton of Harvard 
Law School. Subjects covered include 
the privilege against self-incrimination 
and privileged communications. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS: Pro- 
curement and Profit Renegotiation 
edited by J. F. Weston (Wadsworth 
Publ. Co., 224 p.) prints papers given 
at a seminar at U.C.L.A. in 1959, They 
deal with the principles, policies, and 
concepts of renegotiation. Accounting 
aspects and possible modifications are 
also discussed. The participants are 
business men and government offi- 
cials. 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE: Joint 
International Business Ventures edited 
by W. G. Friedmann and G. Kalman- 
off (Columbia University Press, 558 
p.) is the result of four years study of 
the problems of partnership between 
developed countries and under-devel- 
oped countries for economic growth. 
The first part is devoted to joint ven- 
tures and the factors involved such as 
government policy and legal require- 
ments. The second part is devoted to 
case studies in Latin America, the 
Far East, and the Near East. 


JUDGES: Judicial Retirement and 
Pension Plans edited by Alice Winters 
(American Judicature Society, 117 p.) 
summarizes the provisions state by 
state with a bibliography. 

LABOR LAW: Labor and the Law by 
C. O. Gregory, 2d rev. ed. with 1961 
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supplement (Norton, 619 p.) traces 
the history of labor legislation in this 
basic text by a professor of law at the 
University of Virginia Law School. 


LEGAL HISTORY: The Royal Con- 
science by Lord Russell of Liverpool 
(Cassell, 253 p.) describes the im- 
portance and function of the office of 
Lord Chancellor through the biogra- 
phies of thirteen occupants of the 
woolsack from the Restoration until 
modern times. The first, Barron Jeff- 
reys, is noted for his part in Bloody 
Assize. Others included are Eldon, 
Hardwicke, Campell, Halsbury and 
Haldane. The last included is the Earl 
of Birkenhead. 


MEDICO-LEGAL: Anesthesia and 
the Law by C. E. Wasmuth (Thomas, 
105 p.) discusses consent, negligence, 
agency, liability, and the technical as- 
pects of various types of anesthesia. 


The author is a clinical anesthesiologist 
who holds a law degree. The Paren- 
chyma of Law by Louisell and Wiil- 
liams (Professional Medical Publica- 
tions, 517 p.) is written by a law 
professor and a doctor in the interest 
of orienting doctors to the law as it 
affects them as witnesses, defendants 
and citizens. An appendix digests in- 
structive malpractice cases. 


PRICES: Hearings of the Joint Eco- 
nomic Committee on Government 
Price Statistics presents twelve papers 
critical of the computation of motor 
freight rates, automobile prices, con- 
sumer price index, wholesale price 
index and others. 


REAL PROPERTY: Adverse Posses- 
sion by C. C. Callaghan (Ohio State 
University Press, 120 p.) is a series of 
three lectures which discuss recent 
changes in an old field of law. The 





Situations ? 


Los Angeles: 


Beverly Hills: 





Real Estate ...talk to the man from Coldwell, Banker. 
Much of Coldwell, Banker’s business is 
conducted with attorneys on real estate 
needs arising from probate, investment 
programs and other situations. The Company’s highly qualified 
appraisal staff is frequently called upon in matters of condemnation 
proceedings and real estate values. 

The Company has no ownership interest in any property it offers 
for sale or lease; it does not buy or sell real estate in competition 
with its clients. Coldwell, Banker functions solely in a brokerage and 
consultant capacity. This 55-year policy has earned the Company a 
nation-wide reputation for unbiased, objective professional service. 
For a further discussion of the ways Coldwell, Banker might serve 
you, write for our booklet “Behind the Western Skyline.” 


Coldwell, Banker & Company 


Real Estate - Leasing - Property Management « Mortgage Loans + Insurance 


12 Offices in California and Arizona 


900 Wilshire Blvd....MAdison 6-0611 
4322 Wilshire Blvd....WEbster 8-3111 


9858 Wilshire Blvd.... BRadshaw 2-0777 
\ Exclusive loan correspondent for the Aetna Life Insurance Company 


SINCE 1906 
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law, possession, and purpose are the 
aspects considered. 


SANCTIONS: In Defense of Public 
Order, The Emerging Field of Sanc- 
tion Law, by Richard Arens and H. D. 
Lasswell (Columbia University Press, 
314 p.) deals with the attitudes to- 
ward the wrongdoer or the unfortu- 
nate in contemporary social organiza- 
tion. The survey is undertaken to 
make sanction law consistent with the 
goals of the American system of pub- 
lic order. 


TAXATION: Federal Tax Reform: 
The Issues and a Program by Dan 
Throop Smith (McGraw-Hill Book 
Co., 328 p.) examines the proposals 
for the reform of the tax structure. 
The author is a former deputy to the 
Secretary of the Treasury and a pro- 
fessor of Finance at Harvard. The 
Government Printing Office has pub- 
lished an edition of the Internal Reve- 
nue Code of 1954 as amended and in 
force on January 3, 1961 (1148 p.). 
The price is $3.25. 


GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS: 
How to Conduct a Hearing, published 
by the Navy Department Office of 
Industrial Relations, is a guide for 
hearing officials in conducting employ- 
ee-relations hearings (45 p., 30 cents). 
Medical Certification of Medicolegal 
Cases by the Public Health Service 
makes recommendations concerning 
policies and procedures as goals for 
better registration of vital statistics 
(24 p., 15 cents). Amendments to 
Rules of Practice in Admiralty and 
Maritime Cases adopted by the 
Supreme Court, April 17, 1961, con- 
tain changes to bring the rules into 
line with the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure concerning depositions and 
discovery. (24 p., 34 p.) Notes of the 
drafting committee are included. 
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BAR ACTIVITIES 


Ccubinihes 


Los Angeles County Bar Association 


Committees 

August 2—Judiciary, 12:15 p.m. 

August 3—Psychiatric Department of ihe 
Superior Court, 4:00 p.m. 

August 14—Pleading and Practice, 12:15 
p.m. 

August 24—Continuing Education of the 
Bar, 5:00 p.m. 


Junior Barristers 
August 18— Monthly luncheon meeting, 
Univerity Club, 12 noon. Speaker: Wen- 
dell R. Buttrey, “Sales Tax Pitfalls Com- 
monly Encountered.” 


American Bar Association 


August 7 to 13—Annual Meeting, Chase- 
Park Hotels, St. Louis, Mo. 


State Bar of California 


September 25 to 29—Thirty-third annual 
meeting, Monterey. 


American Bar Association 


August 7 to 13—Annual Meeting, Chase- 
Park Hotels, St. Louis, Mo. 


(Official announcements concerning events 
of interest to members of the Los Angeles 
County Bar Association will be included in 
the Calendar as space permits. The dead- 
line for submission of dates is the 20th of 
the prior month. Please send information 
to the office of the Bar Association.) 


EDITOR’S NOTE 

The calendar for the July issue of the 
BULLETIN incorrectly stated that the 
speaker for the July 21st luncheon meeting 
of the Junior Barristers was Wendell R. 
Buttrey. The speaker was in fact Sigurd E. 
Murphy, who spoke on “Uninsured Motorists’ 
Insurance—In Court And In Arbitration.” 
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Association Committees Announced 


» » A. Stevens Hatstep, JR., President, and the Board of Trustees of the Los 
Angeles County Bar Association announce the appointment of the followin: 


committees for the ensuing year: 


E. Talbot Callister 
Chairman 

Nancy B. Goodman 
Vice Chairman 

Edward S. Shattuck 
Board Member 


Chaplin E. Collins 
Chairman 
George E. Bodle 
Vice Chairman 
Richard W. Lund 
Vice Chairman 
Robert L. Tollefsen 
Vice Chairman 
James H. Kindel, Jr. 
Board Member 
William W. Alsup 
John R. Atwill, Jr. 
H. Bruce Baumeister 
L. Lee Bernstein 
Henry G. Bodkin, Jr. 
Reid R. Briggs 
Thomas S. Bunn 
Frank J. Kanne, Jr. 


Robert B. Krueger 
Chairman 
Leslie C. Tupper 
Board Member 
David I. Lippert 
Vice Chairman 
Frank Simpson III 
Vice Chairman 


Donald O. Welton 
Chairman 

A. Hale Dinsmoor 
Board Member 

Hon. Frank 8. Balthis 

Hon. Mark Brandler 
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Committee on Adoptions 


Orville A. Armstrong, Jr. 
Dorothy E. Davis 
Robert M. Dulin 
Edward H. Gaylord 
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THE QUALITY OF JUSTICE IN MISDEMEANOR 
ARRAIGNMENT COURTS .. . from page 341 


to our municipal arraignment courts.‘ 


The great majority of our defend- 
ants are not represented by attorneys 
in misdemeanor arraignment courts. 
Court attaches estimate that less than 
10 per cent are represented. The indi- 
gent defendant is entitled to repre- 
sentation by the public defender, and, 
of course, has the benefit of the public 
defender’s experience in the arraign- 
ment courts. But the average non- 
indigent citizen, without benefit of 
counsel, is completely unfamiliar with 
the processes of the criminal law. In 
addition, many defendants are faced 
with loss of a day’s wages for every 
day they make an appearance (usually 
a minimum of three days if they plan 
to litigate the case). Under such cir- 
cumstances, in a case involving a first 
offense, the average citizen without 
benefit of counsel, will plead guilty. 


The law enforcement process is not 
benefited by a guilty plea entered 
under such conditions. A plea of guilty 
must be meaningful to the defendant. 
If the defendant has not received 
competent legal advice, he can al- 
ways rationalize a guilty plea on the 
ground that he was forced to do so 
by conditions, or he had no other 
choice because of financial reasons. 
In such a case, the sentence may have 
some deterrent effect, but it is ex- 
tremely unlikely that it will have any 
rehabilitation effect. The defendant 
will not feel that the sentence is based 
on his needs, because he will feel that 
he never should have pleaded guilty 
in the first place. 


Conclusion 

Each defendant is an individual anc 
must be treated as such. This concep: 
is fundamental to our American sys- 
tem of democracy. It requires that 
punishment shall not only fit the 
crime, but that it shall also fit the 
character of each individual defend- 
ant in so far as this may be achieved 
within the framework of the law in 
question. Our aim should not only be 
to prevent future crime by the indi- 
vidual defendant and others who 
learn of this punishment, but also in 
some way assure that the defendant 
who has admitted his guilt in the ar- 
raignment court, will, in the future, 
be more of an asset than a liability 
to the community. 

The problem of maintaining justice 
in a mass society, with a population 
exploding in geometric ratios, may be 
one of the greatest challenges of our 
democracy. Justice cannot be mass 
produced. We must be ever alert that 
our traditional concepts of justice are 
not eroded by the sheer volume of 
cases which aré now flooding our 
courts. Under the present physical 
conditions in our arraignment courts, 
it is increasingly more difficult to give 
even the appearance of justice. 

Obviously, there are no quick reme- 
dies for these problems. As tentative 
solutions, I would suggest the follow- 
ing: 

(1) The alarming increase in crime 
makes it imperative that lawyers and 
judges devote more time to the prob- 
lems of law enforcement and misde- 





*“The present Los Angeles system of having 
separate courts for arraignment and for trial may 
make the choice of plea a difficult one even for a 
defendant who believes himself to be innocent. 
A defendant who pleads guilty in arraignment 
court will be sentenced at once; one who pleads 
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not guilty will be forced to wait several weeks 
because of the separation of arraignment and trial 
courts. The delay will usually involve additional 
detention if the defendant cannot afford the cost of 
a bail bond, and the trial will necessitate a higher 
lawyer’s fee.” Metropolitan Criminal Courts of 
First Instance, 70 Harvard Law Review 320, supra. 
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meanor courts. There has been a ten- 
dency to minimize misdemeanors as 
maiters of small importance. In many 
cases the distinction between misde- 
meanors and felonies is artificial. This 
is particularly true in crimes involving 
violence to the person and cases in- 
volving drugs and narcotics. 

(2) It has been necessary for mu- 
nicipal courts to use summary proba- 
tion procedures more frequently than 
formal probation. Summary probation 
must be made a meaningful experi- 
ence. At the time sentence is imposed 
defendants should be given a written 
copy of the terms. Violation of the 
terms should not be ignored. Proce- 
dures must be instituted to insure that 
violations of terms are brought to the 
attention of the court. This is a joint 
responsibility of the court and the city 
attorney's office. 


(3) Lawyers, who have little or no 
contact with municipal courts and 
have no occasion to even advise a de- 
fendant in a criminal proceeding, must 
be made aware that criminal pro- 
ceedings which are conducted with 
the great majority of all defendants 
unrepresented is an indictment of 
their profession. It is true, even in an 
arraignment court, that the right to be 
heard is, in many cases, of little avail, 
if it does not comprehend the right 
to be heard by counsel. A better sys- 
tem for lawyer references in criminal 
cases must be developed. 

(4) An increase in the number of 
judges will assist in solving some of 
the problems related above. But seri- 
ous consideration must be given to 
changing the present master calendar 
and arraignment system. The Los 
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Angeles Bar Association should ap- 
point a committee to visit the arraign- 
ment and master calendar courts. This 
committee should consult with the 
judiciary, the City Attorney, law en- 
forcement officials and experienced 
criminal attorneys. It should seek to 
advise the courts on methods to cut 
down the number of court appear- 
ances required in traffic cases, and if 
possible increase the number of ar- 
raignment courts. A study should be 
made of the new Metropolitan Court 
in Dade County, Florida, with par- 
ticular attention devoted to the Traf- 
fic Court Reforms, there instituted. 
New arraignment courts might be 
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combined with trial courts to function 
as part-time trial courts, as is now the 
case in Divisions 51 and 59. 

(5) The arraignment courts must 
be considered as an important part of 
our judicial system. The arraignment 
court must not be considered the 
“stepchild” of our criminal courts. For 
a great many citizens, arraignment 
courts are courts of last resort. They 
are the courts where the greatest num- 
ber of defendants receive sentences 
and penalties imposed by law, and 
where many of our citizens learn 
about our judicial system and the law 
enforcement process. 


° MApison 7-951] 
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Los Angeles Now 
Fourth City in 
Lawyer Population 


» » OF THE TEN CITIES IN THE COUNTRY 
having the largest lawyer populations 
in 1961 Los Angeles is fourth, with 
6,711, according to the triennial census 
of Martindale-Hubbell, Inc. In all 
there are 286,003 lawyers in the 
United States. New York City leads 
with 29,428, Chicago is next with 13,- 
243. Washington, D.C., has 12,693, of 
whom nearly half are in government 
service. San Francisco is tenth with 


3,853. In fifth to ninth places are Bos- 
ton, Detroit, Philadelphia, Brooklyn, 
and Cleveland. 


LAWYERS’ BRIDGE TOURNAMENT 
MONTEREY, SEPTEMBER 24, 1961 
Notice to Bridge Players: 

A Lawyers’ Bridge Tournament will be 
held at the Casa Munras Hotel in Monterey, 
Sunday, September 24, 1961, at 1:00 P.M., 
the day before the annual meeting of the 
State Bar starts. Those eligible are lawyers, 
judges and wives. Please contact Robert C. 
Comstock, Co-Chairman for Los Angeles 
County, 2975 Wilshire Boulevard, Los An- 
geles 5, telephone DUnkirk 4-3166, and let 
him know if you will be able to attend, and 
whether you would like a partnership ar- 
ranged. 


LIST OF PERSONS CONTRIBUTING 
TO THE BUST OF LINCOLN 
JUNE 20 THROUGH JULY 20, 1961 
M. G. Ancel John B. Connolly 

L. R. Baker Calvin L. Helgoe 
I. E. Sandler Joseph Henry Wolf 





On billboards, bus posters, car cards and 
in many other media, Braille Institute 
urges, ‘“‘See Your Attorney.” 


AUGUST, 1961 
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by WW Reber 


“Lawyers of Los Angeles” is the story of the noted attorneys of our city 


and county from the mid-19th century to our own times. It is an utterly 
fascinating record from the lawyer's point of view. Included are the first 
attorneys who supplanted the Mexican alcaldes, the battles over land 
titles, the dynamiting of The Times, Clarence Darrow’s bribery trial, 
murder trials, the tideland oil cases, and scores of others, all narrated by 


a master historian and provided with 38 illustrations. 


A copy is yours for $7.50 plus 

30 cents sales tax. Address: 

THE WARD RITCHIE PRESS, 1932 
HYPERION AVE., LOS ANGELES 
27, CALIFORNIA 


LOS ANGELES BAR BULLETIN’ 











